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ACRONYM LIST

| Acronym

AO
BMP
BMR
CA
CERCLA
CFR
ClU
CSO
CWA
CWF
DMR
DSS
EP
EPA
ERP
FDF
FTE
FWA
Gpd

U

IWS
MGD
MSW
NA

ND
NOV
NPDES
0&G
PCI
PCS
PIRT
POTW
QA/QC
RCRA
RNC
SiU
SNC
SUoO
TCLP
TOMP
TRC
TRE
TRIS
TSDF
TTO
UST
WENDB

|  Term

Administrative order

Best management practices
Baseline monitoring report
Control authority

Comprehensive Environmental Remediation, Compensation and Liability Act

Code of Federal Regulations
Categorical industrial user

Combined sewer overflow

Clean Water Act

Combined wastestream formula
Discharge monitoring report

Domestic sewage study

Extraction Procedure

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Enforcement response plan
Fundamentally different factors
Full-time equivalent

Flow-weighted average

Gallons per day

Industrial user

Industrial waste survey

Million gallons per day

Municipal solid waste

Not applicable

Not determined

Notice of violation

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Oil and grease

Pretreatment compliance inspection
Permit Compliance System
Pretreatment Implementation Review Task Force
Publicly owned treatment works

Quality assurance/quality control
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Reportable noncompliance

Significant industrial user

Significant noncompliance

Sewer use ordinance

Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure
Toxic organic management plan
Technical review criteria

Technical review evaluation

Toxics release inventory system
Treatment, storage, and disposal facility
Total toxic organics

Underground storage tank

Water Enforcement National Data Base







GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

As noted in the Introduction, the auditor should review a representative number of SIU files. Section | of this
checklist provides space to document five IU files. This should not be construed to mean that five is an adequate
representation of files to review. The auditor should make as many copies of Section | as needed to document a
representative number of files according to the discussion in the Introduction.

The auditor should ensure that he/she follows up on any and all violations noted in the previous inspection and
annual report during the course of the audit.

Throughout the course of the evaluation, the auditor should look for areas in which the CA should improve the
effectiveness and quality of its program.

Audit findings should clearly distinguish between violations, deficiencies, and effectiveness issues.




SECTION I: IU FILE EVALUATION

INSTRUCTIONS: Select a representative number of SIU files to review. Provide relevant details on each file reviewed. Comment on
all problems identified and any other areas of interest. Where possible, all ClUs (and SIUs) added since the last PCI or audit should
be evaluated. Make copies of this section to review additional files as necessary.
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SECTION I: 1U EVALUATION (Continued)

IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ ] CIU40CFR Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ ] Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 ClU40CFR Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ 1 NonSIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]
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SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ ] ClU40CFR , , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ 1 Other SIU [ ] Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments

General Comments




SECTION I: 1U EVALUATION

K %ile File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM
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1. Issuance or reissuance of control mechanism

a
b
2. In
a
b
c

d.

e.
f.
g.
h.
i.
j.
k.

. Individual control mechanism

. General control mechanism
dividual control mechanism contents

. Statement of duration (< 5 years)

. Statement of nontransferability
. Applicable effluent limits (local limits, categorical standards, Best
Management Practices)
Self monitoring requirements

e Identification of pollutants to be monitored

s Process for seeking a waiver for pollutant not present or
expected to be present (for ClUs only)
Sampling locations/discharge points

Sample types (grab or composite)

Reporting requirements (including all mofitoring results)
Record-keeping requirements

Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties
Compliance schedules

Notice of slug loading i

Notification of spifls, bypasses, upsets, etc.

Notification of significant change in discharge
24-hour notification of violation/resample requirement

Slug discharge control plan, if determined by the POTW to be
necessary.

403.8(f)(1)iii)

403.8(H(1)(iiNA)
403.8(f(1)(iii)B)

403.8(H)(1)(iii}(B)(4)

Comments
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SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM (cont.)

v

3.

Issuance of General Control Mechanisms

a.
b. Discharge the same types of wastes

C.

d. Written request by the IU for coverage by a general control

Involve the same or similar operations
Require the same effluent limitations

mechanism including:

« Contact information

o Production processes

* Types of waste generated

e Location for monitoring all wastes covered by the general
permit

Documentation to support the POTW’s determination

403.8(f)(1)(iii)(A)

Comments




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

(E%.eg .!?3. 2 Compmant @

LgL

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
AR || IU FILE REVIEW Cite
I B. CA APPLICATION OF IU PRETREATMENT STANDRDS
A Ed | 1. U categorization 403.8(f)(1)(ii)
2. Calculation and application of categorical standards 403.8(f)(1)ii)
awrdan a. Classification by category/subcategory
v [ 1 b. Classification as new/existing source
& v | c. Application of limits for all regulated pollutants
"‘.’ Al | d. Classification of nonsignificant CIU 403.3(v)(2)
ol /] \ 3. Application of local limits t%%%(&;g()d(?g
nld | wla | 4. Application of Best Management Practices 403.8(H)(1)(iii)}(B)(4)
A | 5. Calculation and application of production based-standards 403.8(c)
Wl ! 6. Calculation and application of CWF or FWA 403.6(d)&(e)
O] Tt o 7. Application of most stringent limit 403.8(f)(1)(ii)
Comments
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SECTION I: U EVALUATION (Continued)

F/Ka File | File | File | File Reg.
V¥ NI R D P IU FILE REVIEW Cite
C. CA COMPLIANCE MONITORING
; Sampling ok ,
A ES [ [ 1. Sampling (once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8()(2)(v)__
a. Ifa POTW has waived monitoring for CIU
o Sample waived pollutant(s) at least once during the term of the 403.8(M(2)(v)(A)
(N control mechanism
v 2. Sampling at frequency specified in approved program
v 3. Documentation of sampling activities 403.8(H)(2)(vi)
N4 4. Analysis for all regulated parameters
v 5. Appropriate analytical methods (40 CFR Part 136) 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
e Inspection
V| | | 6. Inspection (once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8(f)(2)(v)
a. Ifa POTW has determined a discharger to be a NSCIU 403.8(f)(2)(v)(B)
o Evaluation of discharger with the definition of NSCIU once per year
\ (verification of certification forms submitted by NSCIUs,
n(a compliance with pretreatment standards and requirements)
7. Inspection at frequency specified in approved program
vl 8. Documentation of inspection activities 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
R 9. Evaluation of need for slug discharge control plan 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
Comments
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SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
Al | _|__|_ IU FILE REVIEW Cite
D. CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES
. 1. Identification of violations 403.8(f)(2)(vi)

VAR < a. Discharge violations

v L b. Monitoring/reporting violations

wol | c. Compliance schedule violations

; 2. Calculation of SNC 403.8(f(2)(v)
o 3. Adherence to approved ERP 403.8(f)(5)
A 4. Escalation of enforcement 403.8(f)(5)
v o[ v 5. Publication for SNC 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
Comments
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SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
AR ||| __ IU FILE REVIEW Cite
E. IU COMPLIANCE STATUS
Self-Monitoring and Reporting
VAES 1. Sampling at frequency specified in control mechanism/regulation 403.12(e)&(h)
v | 2. Analysis of all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
i l 3. Submission of BMR/90-day report 403.12(b) &(d)
] 4. Periodic self monitoring reports 403.12(e)&(h)
v | 5. Reporting all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
N 6. Signatory/certification of reports 403.12())
nla | 7. Annual certification by NSCIUs 403.12(q)
nla \ 8. Submission of compliance schedule reports by required dates 403.12(c)
' | 9. Notification within 24-hours of becoming aware of violations 403.12(g)(2)
il « Discharge violation
nia 1 e Slug load
) « Accidental spill
yd 10. Resampling/reporting within 30 days of knowledge of violation 403.12(g)(2)
V\Jl a 11. Notification of hazardous waste discharge 403.12(j)&(p)
v 12. Submission/implementation of slug discharge control plan 403.8(72)(v)
wli 13. Notification of significant changes 403.12()

INSTRUCTIONS: Indicate the IU’s noncompliance status by placing and “X” in the appropriate box.

N[A 0 Compli0.ncS— | Discharge
T ¥ 13. Noncompliance with discharge limits (but not SNC)
v 14. SNC 403.8(f)(2)(vii)
/ a. Chronic violations
A b. TRC
X c. Pass through or interference 403.5(a)(1)"
/N « Spill or slug load 403.1217) -
/ \ d. Other discharge violations (specify)
Reporting
15. Noncompliance with reporting requirements (but not SNC) 403.8(P)(2)(vii)
16. SNC with reporting require@ints 403.8(N(2)(vi)
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SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Req.
g

Alzd|__|__|__ IU FILE REVIEW Cite

F. OTHER

Ola) N

@ D A ' mi.«ﬁ (BNSB.W\(A_{

Comments . ‘ v e

O Surpage tevels cnraintd i) linsiarons R "y depe

oA f ey the LLLehn s are nt NIV

@D Onee SHreambrgy Changtss o adepted by Ca PU,'V‘HTY \:J(\Lwc\ fo be )
revised For C,On"‘):'ﬂémtu( Tor eanpe, ¥ SNC Ao on 1 e pem~t
Ll Ansed Yo be U@&@”@,&_

SECTION | COMPLETED BY: LC\U\'YQI Kﬁaﬂbh&d DATE: 77//fle

TITLE: £ | TELEPHONE: (,|55%7- VT8t

14



SECTION I: 1U FILE EVALUATION

INSTRUCTIONS: Select a representative number of SIU files to review. Provide relevant details on each file reviewed. Comment on
all problems identified and any other areas of interest. Where possible, all ClUs (and SIUs) added since the last PCI or audit should
be evaluated. Make copies of this section to review additional files as necessary.

IU IDENTIFICATION

FILE _® Industry name and address Type of industry -
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Category(ies) 433: 433. M
[ ] Other SIU [ 1 Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [X] No [ ]
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FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 ClU40CFR , , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ 1 Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 ClU40CFR Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[\‘;};;chef SIU [ 1 Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 ClU40CFR , , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ 1 Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments




SECTION I: U EVALUATION (Continued)

IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 CIU40CFR , , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd) S

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ ] Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments

General Comments




SECTION I: 1U EVALUATION

File | File | File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM

1.

Issuance or reissuance of control mechanism

a. Individual control mechanism

b. General control mechanism

Individual control mechanism contents

a. Statement of duration (< 5 years)

b. Statement of nontransferability

c. Applicable effluent limits (local limits, categorical standards, Best
Management Practices)

d. Self monitoring requirements
o Identification of pollutants to be monitored
e Process for seeking a waiver for pollutant not present or

expected to be present (for ClUs only)

Sampling locations/discharge points

Sample types (grab or composite)

Reporting requirements (including all monitoring results)
e Record-keeping requirements

e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties

f. Compliance schedules

g. Notice of slug loading

h. Notification of spills, bypasses, upsets, etc.

i. Notification of significant change in discharge

j. 24-hour notification of violation/resample requirement

k. Slug discharge control plan, if determined by the POTW to be
necessary

403.8(H(1)(ii)

403.8(R(1)(ii)(A)
403.8(F(1){iii)(B)

403.8(f)(1)(iii)B)(4)

Comments




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM (cont.)

3. lIssuance of General Control Mechanisms

a

b.
c.
d.

Involve the same or similar operations

Discharge the same types of wastes

Require the same effluent limitations

Written request by the IU for coverage by a general control

mechanism including:

¢ Contact information

e Production processes

o Types of waste generated

e Location for monitoring all wastes covered by the general
permit

Documentation to support the POTW'’s determination

403.8(f)(1)(iii)(A)

Comments




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
S R |F— — IU FILE REVIEW Cite
B. CA APPLICATION OF IU PRETREATMENT STANDRDS
| | 1. U categorization 403.8(f)(1)(ii)
2. Calculation and application of categorical standards 403.8()(1)(ii)
a. Classification by category/subcategory
b. Classification as new/existing source
c. Application of limits for all regulated pollutants
d. Classification of nonsignificant CIU 403.3(v)(2)
3. Application of local limits 403.5(c)&(d)&
403.8(f)(1)(ii)
4. Application of Best Management Practices 403.8(N(1)(iH(B)(4)
5. Calculation and application of production based-standards 403.6(c)
6. Calculation and application of CWF or FWA 403.6(d)&(e)
7. Application of most stringent limit 403.8(f(1)(ii)
Comments
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SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
S | O P — IU FILE REVIEW Cite
C. CA COMPLIANCE MONITORING
‘ Sampling
v | | | | 1. Sampling (once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8(1)(2)(v)
a. If a POTW has waived monitoring for CIU ‘
» Sample waived pollutant(s) at least once during the term of the 403.8(H2)(v)A)

control mechanism

2. Sampling at frequency specified in approved program

V4 3. Documentation of sampling activities 403.8()(2)(vi)
v 4. Analysis for all regulated parameters g
v 5. Appropriate analytical methods (40 CFR Part 136) 403.8(f(2)(vi)
5 Inspection
val | | [ 6. Inspection (once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8(f)(2)(v)
a. If a POTW has determined a discharger to be a NSCIU 403.8(f)(2)(vB)
o Evaluation of discharger with the definition of NSCIU once per year
(verification of certification forms submitted by NSCIUs,
compliance with pretreatment standards and requirements)
7. Inspection at frequency specified in approved program
v , 8. Documentation of inspection activities 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
oY% 9. Evaluation of need for slug discharge control plan 403.8((2)(vi)
Comments
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SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
B | || | — IU FILE REVIEW Cite

D. CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES
1. identification of violations

403.8((2)(vi)

v a. Discharge violations
v b. Monitoring/reporting violations
WA ¢. Compliance schedule violations
2. Calculation of SNC 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
i 3. Adherence to approved ERP 403.8(N(5)
NA 4. Escalation of enforcement 403.8(f)(5)
v 5. Publication for SNC 403.8(1)(2)(vi)
Comments
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SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
B ] IU FILE REVIEW Cite
E. IU COMPLIANCE STATUS
4 Self-Monitoring and Reporting
v 1. Sampling at frequency specified in control mechanism/regulation 403.12(e)&(h)
v 2. Analysis of all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
7, 3. Submission of BMR/90-day report 403.12(b) &(d)
v 4. Periodic self monitoring reports 403.12(e)&(h)
V4 5. Reporting all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
Vi 6. Signatory/certification of reports 403.12())
7. Annual certification by NSClUs 403.12(q)
- 8. Submission of compliance schedule reports by required dates 403.12(c)
9. Notification within 24-hours of becoming aware of violations 403.12(g)(2)
v e Discharge violation - ==
v e Slug load
v o Accidental spill
v 10. Resampling/reporting within 30 days of knowledge of violation 403.12(g)(2)
- 11. Notification of hazardous waste discharge 403.12(j)&(p)
4 12. Submission/implementation of slug discharge control plan 403.8(f)(2)(v)
v 13. Notification of significant changes 403.12()

INSTRUCTIONS: Indicate the IU’s noncompliance status by placing and “X” in the appropriate box.

[

|

Discharge
13. Noncompliance with discharge limits (but not SNC)
14. SNC

a. Chronic violations

b. TRC

¢. Pass through or interference

e Spill or slug load

d. Other discharge violations (specify)
Reporting
15. Noncompliance with reporting requirements (but not SNC)
16. SNC with reporting requirements

403.8(f)(2)(vii)

403.5(a)(1)
403.12(f)

403.8(f)(2)(vii)
403.8(f)(2)(vii)

Comments

T W 'L\\A&,v“\(:ﬂﬁw\\n\ 2013 %\-\-A e Md;\\ S;“W‘"\\QRX\ ‘% LQ"“S»‘@Q’O%

"otk O C:Ik\w\\ (Lo mtiim ¢

catiow, Yoo Vs cuased) Wk yersond o) oS

RN e TN Norae Sen T .

unL

13




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File

File

File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

F. OTHER

Comments
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SECTION Ili: DATA REVIEW/IU SITE VISIT

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete this section based on CA activities to implement its pretreatment program. Answers to these
questions may be obtained from a combination of sources including discussions with Ca personnel, review of general and
specific 1U files, IU site visits, review of POTW treatment plants, among others. Attach documentation where appropriate.
Specific data may be required in some cases.

e Write ND (Not Determined) beside the questions or items that were not evaluated during the audit; indicate the
reason(s) why these items were not addressed (e.g., lack of time, appropriate CA personnel were not available to
answer)

e Use N/A (Not Applicable) where appropriate.

A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION [403.18]

1. a. Has the CA made any substantial changes to the pretreatment program that were not Yes No

reported to the Approval Authority (e.g., legal authority, less stringent limits, i

multijurisdictional situation)?

If yes, discuss.

b. Is the CA in the process of making any substantial modifications to any pretreatment Yes No

program component (including legal authority, less stringent local limits, DSS

requirements, multijurisdictional situation, etc.)?
S
b ordinences  H— Mo Broe

If yes, describe. et e
CA S Sk \,V(N\ul(\@ on Shred g € |
= - r ~ . C\
shed e plens on Sn H-rné SO Y ERP for ey f(; G(\Mw .
QPRI W ES %Ncr\ N 260 T b ke put e =N ( 0d of ’
we (A w dur dote b Subaach SVE [ 6T o Strean a5

“Yes No
c. Has the CA adopted the 3 required components of the streamlining regulations
(slug control requirements referenced in the control mechanism, definition of SNC, and
Modification to sampling requirements)?
If not, when? S€€ 00V
Yes No
d. Does the CA plan to adopt any of the non-mandatory aspects of the streamlining A
regulations?

If yes, describe. BM\RS }o\’kww\‘(@ WASUrC
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

B. LEGAL AUTHORITY [403.8()(1)]

Yes No

1. Are there any contributing jurisdictions discharging wastewater to the POTW? /

If yes, explain how the legal authority addresses the contributing jurisdictions.

Andevson Co. Wiker Aldhering (ACwWR)

CA SIpULS 0F Jocskmny \ngie sl distnacge enbers = SuChavgl”
ACWE dots have \Ug e 0(,3@1/\0\/3@, hut none luant heen (ﬁ&ovvw%a4 o
bt St\av\fﬁ(’,m/\’(’,

(A weedS To (eyity o\ﬁr@ﬂ,@,ﬁ‘@ﬁm ACWA L,L'oé\oi‘es SLO  al noeded.

2. a. Has the CA updated its legal authority (e.g., SUO) to reflect changes in the General Yes No
Pretreatment Regulations ? o
b. Has the CA updated its legal authority to reflect the streamlining changes? >
c. Did all contributing jurisdictions update their SUOs in a consistent manner? ND

Explain  See Al b ;F"\'

3. Does the CA experience difficulty in implementing its legal authority [i.e., SUO, Yes No

interjurisdictional agreement (e.g., permit challenged, entry refused, penalty appealed)]? ¢

If yes, explain.
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

C. IU CHARACTERIZATION [403.8(f)(2)(i)&(ii)]
1. How does the CA define SIU? (Is it the same in contributing jurisdictions?)
Cake joﬂ e

157000 qpd ¥
5%,

Sort &S Shute [fed rule no NSCIO G@HM ‘ |
Mo Brode wis easily obte fo &d Hn defnton A P SVO.

2. How are SlUs identified and categorized (including those in contributing jurisdictions)?

Discuss any problems.

i ¢
lndustad woske SwrveysS ore sent to \V\dt»jm\f& 0A Joges &b Survey
wa\s ond 0~pp'u¢<_qurn‘\J b Qmaorn—c \Us .

3. a. How and when does the CA update its IWS to identify new IUs (including those in contributing jurisdictions)?
ML= Brock plens tp Sod Stuveys 1B 5-10 MdusTS  puithin naxT
(0 moatYhy.  HWe p\oms ) (,or\,c}\uﬁk‘ o F‘o_ll %W\f&:{ N oot Q ‘_CSQJ.WS
- o T A B ).
Ca aso Suneys Andecson (o, (ﬁ-ﬁf"*‘““"‘“@ et |

b. How and when does the CA identify changes in wastewater discharges at existing IUs (including those in contributing
jurisidictions)? .
0 ¢ s) werl\u Fhonor 'a ot ACWR OGN Clidon
Unanaes . 00Uy € COvYod o CON d -

o+ L e ns]
i‘f\duy‘m'-a_\i Pu_r(a. : \WS upAfDLO?) \ook ad Wt wSkge pern~ Cequire
F{.v( noHP cdon ot d/\,ddf%z,d

Yes No
c. Does the CA have procedures to update its IWS to identify new IUs or changes in 4
wastewater discharges at existing IUs? [403.8()(2)(i)]
d. Indicate which methods are used to update the IWS.
.
aedw CEFEC
e Review of newspaper / phc%e bo‘&’%p v ¢ Onsite inspections il
e Review of water billing records / e Permit application requirements /
e Review of plumbing / building permits et e Citizens involvement
(OB sewite opplics e Other (specify) 7
e. How often is the IWS to be updated? <Ny . Brock doeS CrofS— (onneckoas
AY Lesst vy 5 LOMJS S0 VR
. ECH O (FpAN
17 o ndustnad park (kS
C,()(YWVW
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

C. IU CHARACTERIZATION (continued) [403.8(f)(2)(i)&(ii)]

4. How many IUs are currently identified by the CA in each of the following groups?

a | oh SIUs (as defined by the CA) [WENDB - SIUS]

pY ClUs

O Zero-discharging SiUs

O Noncategorical SIUs (including zero-discharging noncat. SiUs)
b. ) Other regulated noncategorical 1Us (specify) IM L S L. T&n{usg/(ﬂ’/
C. 4 TOTAL v

d. [ 0O ] NSClUs* (as defined by 40 CFR 403.3(v)(2))

List Nonsignificant Categorical Industrial Users:

* A NSCIU never discharges more than 100 gpd of total categorical wastewater (excluding, noncontact cooling and
boiler blowdown wastewater) and the following conditions are met:

Discharger consistently complied with all applicable categorical requirements

Discharger submits annual certification statement required in 40 CFR 403.12(q)

Discharger never discharges any untreated concentrated wastewater.
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

D. CONTROL MECHANISM EVALUATION [403.8(P(1)(iii)]
1. a. How many and what percent of the total SIUs are not covered by an | ') ] O %

existing unexpired permit, or other individual control mechanism? [WENDB - NOCM] [RNC - I1]
Q bc{..f PNM%%\J\ Cz"‘“‘;j

b. How many SlUs (as defined by the CA) are required to be covered by a general control mechanism? ( )

List SlUs:
c. How many control mechanisms were not issued within 180 days of the expiration date of the | ( i_“_
previous control mechanism? [RNC - 1I]
If any, explain.
2. a. Do any UST, CERCLA, RCRA corrective action sites and / or other contaminated o

ground water sites discharge wastewater to the CA?

b. How are control mechanisms (specifically limits) developed for these facilities?

N{n

Discuss

Yes No

L :

3. a. Does the CA accept any waste by truck, rail, or dedicated pipe?

b. Is any of the waste hazardous as defined by RCRA? \
CA c,'u}‘m ot Q_L.Lf,\o"a' oy hauled Wodte., Wy BroUe  Sgid he wod

LO/ISJLL-MV-ﬁ W e QD [%lg %5 ?eoorod‘f\/\ do  all \qo\,\.&,\\i’\\rﬁ 6{‘ O % G—
AW Ao bk Conbract Hrom resraucendsiddy  Volley

P\r oYu NS LC\{ C AR 2 ({ct}c\ ,-é,() )

c. Describe the CA’s program to control hauled wastes including a designated discharge point (e.g., humber of points,

control/security, procedures). [403.5(b)(8)]
n (ul CA do<§ not 0 et \/Mé Woste ot \nN WTP
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEW/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS

1. What limits (categorical, local, other) does the CA apply to wastes that are hauled to the POTW (directly to the
treatment plant or within the collection system, including contributing jurisdictions)? [403.8(f)(2)(iii)]

N (A

2. How does the CA keep abreast of current regulations to ensure proper implementation of standards? [403.8(f)(2)(iii)]

PT ListSenv | Mo Dotk plarsds odtend PT M\N‘W\ﬁ/ b
Coinass, ety wWerd (ST WTAS)

3. Local limits evaluation: [403.8(f)(4); 122.21(j)]

a. For what pollutants have local limits been set

\ N
PTL \)UCL—YV\!/R/VJ 7BOD(TSgl 33\_\'} T\(N ) O ‘:\6/) EFO%O\IC\S

b. How were these pollutants decided upon; §na

PTL, b 0Solidy prompicklole

¢. What was the most prevalent / most stringent criteria for the limits

A TS

d. Which allocation method(s) were used?

JNSD e

Yes No

e. Has the CA identified any pollutants of concern beyond those in its local limits? il

If yes, how has this been addressed?
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

4. What problems, if any, were encountered during local limits development and/or implementation?
No ($Suses noted by LS%'Q"
, 3 Yurtharqe i)
\Aoktd 1Buas O
loce! \wnats jn BT RS

5. Does the CA have procedures to notify all IUs of applicable pretreatment standards and any Yes - No

applicable requirements under the CWA and RCRA? L

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING

1. a. How does the CA determine adequate IU monitoring (sampling, inspecting, and reporting) frequencies?
(A SampleC Yearlia
\Y\BP e A Ld{_(j_.( \ W ‘
R : i repPort now
S\Je Yepad S Mo & pH a b’ %4 o)
SIVS Shn~ple 6L MMFS yerd uqu\\/d

AL S\N ol = < pl'u_puo\ Naon+ h\—y
b. Is the frequency established above more Iess or the same as required?

Explamany?lﬁﬁzrgence)l@vrcwt& rcclwws in pregr e CA /S f’b“owl‘fs/
ﬂw(CN’”PS

c. If the CA does all of the sampling in lieu of the industry, does the CA repeat the sample and analysis within 30 days of

any violation? I\(O;Q& ares nof %o\pﬂ)\/\ — hev of\ (Y\(k\»g‘}’yv

2. In the past 12 months, how many, and what percentage of, SIUs were: [403.8(f)(2)(v)] [RNC - 1]
(Define the 12 month period ]2s[1&  to (3o [lw )

a. Not sampled or not inspectéd at least once [WENDB - NOIN] O 0 %
b. Not sampled at least once ®) &) %
¢. Not inspected at least once (all parameters) ? 0] C) %

If any, explain. Indicate how percentage was determined (e.g. actual, estimated).
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SECTION Il: DATA REVIEW/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (Continued)

3. Indicate the number and percent of SIUs that were identified as being in SNC* with the following requirements from

the CA's last pretreatment program report ? [WENDB] [RNC - [1] 1§ e
SNC Evaluation Period | (31 [ — 3|21 |1
0 &) % | Applicable pretreatment standards and reporting *SNC defined by:
requirements
o) 0 % | Self-monitoring requirements POTW
-0 O % | Pretreatment compliance schedule(s) EPA Vs

3a. Indicate the number of SIUs that have been in 100% compliance with all pretreatment requirements?
Evaluation Period: 1) /‘/‘5 - ’S{SI/I v

Number of SlUs: 9\

Names of SIUs: 5/ SIN ) Powders &Hﬁ

4. What does the CA’s basic inspection include? (Process areas, pretreatment facilities, chemical and hazardous waste
storage areas, chemical spill prevention areas, hazardous waste handling procedures, sampling procedures, laboratory
procedures, and monitoring records.) [403.8(f)(2)(v)&(vi)]

ASL aout Oy tpdades Gile reviewy ) process 6reas ) deantingss,
CL\M"‘“('L)‘ SJFU/GJ’A/U T'S‘\kao»—» \ adood Grveined P*H MW\N’“F QﬂlB)’f—l’“"’\‘js
Mo, Bosck ft\lows mx@a@—am ?wrm

5. -\7Vho -performs CA’s compliance monitoring analysis?

Performed by: CA/Contract Laboratory Name
o Metals M sl e
“e. Cyanide Micvohe o
e Organics ML CY6 o

¢ Other (specify)

6. What QA/QC techniques does the CA use for sampling and analysis (e.g., splits, blanks, spikes), including
verification of contract laboratory procedures and appropriate analytical methods? [403.8(f)(vi)]

CA Whdd dM SS}M‘S W HA \i«i ‘lr’\c[u_.\'-“!-ﬁr) 78 e |20 +
Discssed ey ificadn of lab resedds b e cessends.
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (Continued)

7. Discuss any problems encountered in identification of sample location, collection, and analysis.

N(A, (s fssuas noded

Yes No
8. Did any IUs notify the CA of a hazardous waste discharge? [403.12(j)&(p)] /

If yes, summarize.

9. a. How and when does the CA evaluate/reevaluate SIUs for the need for a slug control plan? [403.8(f)(2)(v)]

CA viluodes QVeny o s RotHr mbusimes ot e
Nug corsr@l Hlans.

b. How many SlUs were not evaluated for the need to develop slug discharge control plans*? | Q

* For dischargers identified as significant prior to November 14, 2005, this evaluation must be performed at least once by
October 14, 2006. Additional SIUs must be evaluated within 1 year of being designated as a SIU.

10. Does the CA use Best Management Practices (BMPs) as a local limit? If yes, did they make necessary changes to
their legal authority and the [U control mechanism? Do they have documentation of supporting rationale for each BMP?

N o
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SECTION Il: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

G. ENFORCEMENT

1. What is the CA's definition of SNC? [403.8(f)(2)(vii)] \

%(}\Y"‘{ aS Sh)'( ‘ M rLLLQS ) b-efwt QM&MW\W—S
Plus provision G onbnuous S v io\ed oS
) (epo™>> 3O doqs Nede instead o A (o< A~

—

2. ERP implementation: [403.8(f)(5)]

. Stat x >0
a KJ(S)GDYOVfO\ A o Slorndt S%’ftﬁ»"“\\"\"j tharge ERP it SLO

.&,( 04()(3( oot

b. Problems with implementation

N o

c. Is the ERP effective and does it lead to compliance in a timely manner? Provide examples if any are available.
Ues) CA hod wet hed 42 (S BRP Much heyond NOIS. fornt
SNV (BSM& - QQM{J{,I.,(\U. G.H-afv\gd

¢ L eedance
Yes No _
3. a. Does the CA use compliance schedules? [403.8(f)(1)(iv)(A)] W
b. If yes, are they appropriate? Provide examples. v
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SECTION li: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

G. ENFORCEMENT (Continued)

Yes No

4. Did the CA publish all SIUs in SNC in the largest daily newspaper in the previous year?

[403.8(f)(2)(vii)] .

hie no SNC W Aoyt nan,w

If yes, attach a copy. !

If no, explain.
5. How many SIUs are in SNC with self - monitoring requirements and were not inspected and / or n {(,\

sampled (in the four most recent full quarters)? [WENDB]
6. a. Has the CA experienced any problems since the last inspection Unk Yes No.

(interference, pass through, collection system problems, illicit demping of v

hauled wastes, or worker health and safety problems) caused by industrial discharges?

b. If yes, describe and explain the CA's enforcement action against the IUs causing or contributing to problems.
[RNC - ]
nle

H. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

1. How is confidential information handled by the CA? [403,14] . e rends
(UB el o d)oh’w( My, Prock wuies DiSCussed requac -

Mo Brote POt d Confi dakiehiy edion «f Slo.

2. How are requests by the public to review files handled? .
L . Broei dos ok hawe o procedarein placg .

Hrsatssed ~eed  On PVU’\, po}eﬂh‘v-l ot COIP hed—g =
f¢ C
ot T
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

H. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION (Continued)

3. Describe whether the CA’s data management system is effective in supporting pretreatment implementation and
enforcement activities.

CAS C\{m mm(w ap(;_gpuft-ﬁ.{ {%W? o_,md/

WJell- 0/54»“‘_5{‘\

4. How does the CA ensure public participation during revisions to the SUO and/or local limits? [403.5(c)(3)]

Mr. Brocle hes ol hed o PLJ & documentd  an Fm\gl;( s
Protussed requiremants.

5. Explain any public or community issues impacting the CA's pretreatment program.

Nonw

6. How long are records maintained? [403.12(0)] ‘ \ 3 ue af §
My, BroCh Frund cequeme in 0o fv WU s
ver 3 ‘AM '“W AR -3 jwfs hefoe Ud Cud«'\)(fy

. RESOURCES [403.8(f)(3)]

1. Estimate the number of personnel (in FTEs) available for implementing the program. [Consider:
legal assistance, permitting, U inspections, sample collection, sample analysis, data analysis,

review and response, enforcement, and administration (including record keeping and data | OS5 FTEs

management)] My, Breck m does ooyt all Yo PT Ot .
( a Mo s + g D OV Ni@ R:f“b’\’\
e gebs 65GT e Some . D S0y \/3, \
Do Fawleind (_D;Nr_?-w- of \Jeter ¢ Sewers (PN YECECF BN (

&d\mW‘BW\K—
Mo b(b(—’\"_ N4—0~+ 50 713

Tiis  Nuibsey naay WO reaye Wi M bm" V\d@Hrc&
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

. RESOURCES [403.8(f)(3)] (Continued)

Yes - No
2. Does the CA have adequate access to monitoring equipment? (Consider: sampling, flow v
measurement, safety, transportation, and analytical equipment.)
3. a. Estimate the annual operating budget for the CA's program. [ $ 1O . 066
M. Bvote il (ot into Hos, repod back. T solory m pot
b. Is funding expected to: stay the same, increase, decrease (note time frame; e.g., following year, next 3 years,

etc.) ?

Discuss any changes in funding.

4. Discuss any problems in program implementation which appear to be related to inadequate resources.

"\]b

5. a. How does the CA ensure personnel are qualified and up - to - date with current program requirements?

Mr' (D(O@JL/ dﬁ‘{S ooy &ll pmmw .
Ce§ UWTP 6paratir SAPS ith Sampleg hos Hriining e

| owvel A -
OW Yes No

b. Does the CA have adequate reference material to implement its program? —

6. Identify the sources of funding for the pretreatment program.

@s]vs .
a. -POTW general operating fund i d. Monitoring charges [
b. IU permit fees v e. Other (specify)
c. Industry surcharges
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEW/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION

1. a. How many times were the following monitored by the CA during in the past year?

Explain. (Attach a copy of the documentation, if appropriate.)

(e

c. If they have been documented, what form does the documentation take?

Ambient
Influent Effluent Sludge (Receiving
. Water)
e Metals s ol nlo AN e
e Priority pollutants ) \ e gb amdl ( i
 Biomonitoring ke SEg=" \ |
e TCLP , N
o EP toxicity | [ |
o Other (specify) L L V |/
Less Equal | More

b. Is this frequency less than, equal to, or more than that required by the NPDES il
permit?
Explain any differences.

2. a. Has the CA evaluated historical and current data to determine the effectiveness of

pretreatment controls on: Yes No -
o Improvements in POTW operations \,/
e Loadings to and from the POTW |
o NPDES permit compliance |
e Sludge quality ? \

b. Has the CA documented these findings ? v
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS / POLLUTION PREVENTION (Continued)
3. Ifthe CA has historical data concerning influent, effluent, and sludge sampling for the POTW, what trends have been -
seen? (Increases in pollutant loadings over the years? Decreases? No change?)

Discuss on pollutant - by - pollutant basis.

NS
4. Has the CA investigated the sources contributing to current pollutant loadings to the Yes No
POTW (i.e., the relative contributions of toxics from industrial, commercial, and domestic Vi
sources)? —_—
beal s duvelopaunt” Or\i\
If yes, what was found?
Yes, No
5. a. Has the CA attempted to implement any kind of public education program? v
b. Are there any plans to initiate such a program to educate users about pollution
prevention? ;
: ! - Lol af CUR .
Explain. brocwsre, uSed 1 he ave % :

(svecSe oALC e (S.-’\A_.L
BMPs hond o Lrw res oy a0 S

Cysss- Conneth-v- Lo dhu—e~ N
PCRP het UrprtS Nee iHde 4

6. What efforts have been taken to incorporate pollution prevention into the CA’s pretreatment program (e.g., waste
minimization at IUs, household hazardous waste programs) ?

N ol

—'g‘(:j'\.f ( eaS<,

CLL_L\\ ot Fro— OH:—‘ i
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